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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on Aug. 22, 2005 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-8, 11-18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kennedy et al [US 5,1 15,462] in view of Lazarus et al [US 
20030206563 A1] and further in view of Cannon et al [US 6,453,017 B1]. 

Regarding claim 1 . Kennedy et al teach a method for handling an off-hook event 
shown in Fig. 3, comprising the steps of: 

detecting an off-hook event with a modem communicatively linked to a circuit 
loop in which the off-hook event occurs [Fig. 3; col. 5, lines 14-48]; and 

initiating at least one programmatic action within a computing device (i.e. 
microcontroller 120) communicatively linked to the modem [Figs. 2-4; col. 4, lines 59- 
64]. 

Although Kennedy et al teach monitoring of the telephone pair for the presence 
of voice or data activity [col. 5, lines 4-13; col. 7, lines 8-20; col. 8, line 50 to col. 9, line 
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5], they do not teach expressly applying these monitoring results to detect an off-hook 
state of a telephone. 

Lazarus et al teach an off-hook event detector and timer circuit (145) shown in 
Fig. 1 , wherein the detection is based upon detecting at least one of voice activity and 
data activity within the circuit loop [Figs. 1,4-5; Para: 0015-0016; 0022; 0025-0029]. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the teachings of Lazarus et al with Kennedy et al to provide 
an alternate off-hook detector in order to make the Kennedy system a robust off-hook 
detector. 

Further, Kennedy et al do not teach expressly conveying an off-hook notification 
as a result of the programmatic action. 

Cannon et al teach conveying an off-hook notification as a result of a 
programmatic action using one of alternative communication methods [Abstract; Figs. 1- 
6; col. 3, line 52 to col. 4, line 6]. It is nevertheless a teaching to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to apply the same to other applications. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the teachings of Cannon et al with Kennedy et al to present 
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an off-hook notification signal to a user in order to prevent an undesirable extended off- 
hook condition of a telephone line by customer premises equipment [Cannon et al; col. 
1, lines 7-11]. 

Claim 11 is essentially similar to claim 1 except a machine-readable computer 
program. Lazarus et al teach a machine-readable computer program code [Para; 0022; 
0031]. 

Claim 21 is essentially similar to claim 1 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 2, Cannon et al further teach the method, wherein detecting 
step further comprises the step of: receiving an information tone, wherein the 
information tone is generated by a central telephony office to indicate that an off-hook 
event has occurred [col. 1 , lines 26-44]. 

Claim 12 is essentially similar to claim 2 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 3, Lazarus et al further teach the method comprising the step of: 
determining whether a dial-tone is present (i.e. tone detector (135)); 
checking the circuit loop for audible information (i.e. voice activity detector (140); and 
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based on the checking step and upon a previously established time-out threshold (i.e. a. 
predetermined time) , determining that the off-hook event has occurred [Figs. 1 , 4-5; 
Para: 0015-0016; 0022; 0025-0029]. 

Claim 13 is essentially similar to claim 3 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 4, Cannon et al teach the method wherein the user designates a 
predetermined telephone number, stored for access by the telephone company central 
office (12), to be used in the event of an extended off-hook condition, for automatically 
outputting voice message (52) (i.e. previously recorded speech message stored within 
the computing device ) [Fig. 5; col. 6, lines 27-43]. 

Claim 14 is essentially similar to claim 4 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 5, Cannon et al teach the method, where the off-hook 
notification includes a speech message, said method further comprising the steps of: 
identifying a text based notification; and text-to-speech converting said text-based 
notification to generate said speech message [col. 5, line 65 to col. 6, line 26; claims 9, 
17]. 
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Claim 15 is essentially similar to claim 5 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 6, Cannon et al teach the method conveying step further 
comprising the step of playing an audible message using at least one speaker 
connected to the computing device [Fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 35-51 ; col. 4, lines 7-17; col. 4, 
lines 32-46]. 

Claim 16 is essentially similar to claim 6 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 7, Cannon et al teach the method, wherein the initiating step 
further comprises the step of establishing a network connection (i.e. internet connection) 
with another computing device (i.e. e-mail server 30)such that the conveying step 
includes sending an electronic message (i.e. e-mail) across the network connection 
[Fig. 1]. 

Claim 17 is essentially similar to claim 7 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 
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Regarding claim 8, Cannon et al teach the method, wherein the network 
connection (i.e. internet connection) is not part of the circuit loop [See Fig. 1]. 

Claim 18 is essentially similar to claim 8 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

4. Claims 9-1 0, 1 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Kennedy et al, Lazarus et al and Cannon et al as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Caharel et al [US 20030021393 A1]. 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Kennedy et al, Lazarus et al and Cannon 
et al does not teach expressly establishing a wireless connection with another a mobile 
service. 

Caharel et al teach establishing a wireless connection with another a mobile 
service (i.e. mobile radiotelephone ) [Para: 0003; 0005; 0025; 0030-0032; 0035; 0051- 
0052]. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use electronic messaging across the network connection of Caharel et 
al with Kennedy et al in order to communicate quickly with another user [Caharel et al; 
Para: 0008]. 
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Claim 19 is essentially similar to claim 9 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Regarding claim 10, Caharel et al teach that the electronic message includes a 
speech message (i.e. voice mail services) [Para: 0032]. 

Claim 20 is essentially similar to claim 1 0 and is rejected for the reasons stated 

above. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramnandan Singh whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7529. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH (8:00-5:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7564. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 

Art Unit 2646 





SINH TRAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



